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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 July 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE), 
amendments, and remarks filed on filed July 8, 2005. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on July 8, 
2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 30 and 37 are objected to because of the following informalities: The 
wording "based on least" repeated in the last six lines of the claims makes reading of 
the claims unclear. In order to advance prosecution of the application for patent 
Examiner has interpreted the wording as "based at least". Appropriate correction is 
required, 

4. Claim 35 is objected to because of the following informalities: There is no 
apparent teaching in Applicants specification of a south side wrap interposed between a 
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process layer and a connection-oriented protocol layer. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

5. Claim 36 is objected to because of the following informalities: There is no 
apparent teaching in Applicants specification of a north side wrap interposed between a 
network layer and a connection-oriented protocol layer. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 30-37 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 30-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ma et al. (hereinafter Ma), U.S. Patent 6,018,805, in view of Lu et al. (hereinafter 
Lu), U.S. Patent 6,351 ,487. 
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9. In considering claims 30 and 37, Ma teaches a method and system for 
recovering from a failure of a server to a client, comprising: using proxies (108, 1 18) to 
intercept communications to a connection-oriented protocol layer (104, 1 14), the 
communications originating from a process layer (98, 96) of a layered communications 
framework, wherein the proxy is interposed between the process layer and the 
connection-oriented protocol layer, (col. 3, line 53-col. 4, line 3); logging intercepted 
communications and connection state information associated with intercepted 
communications received from the proxies, (col. 4, lines 36-46); determining when a 
connection with the server fails, (col. 4, lines 22-35); responding to the client on behalf 
of the server by the proxies based at least, in part, on the logged connection state 
information, (col. 4, lines 36-53); and restoring a state of connection associated with the 
connection-oriented layer prior to the failure, based at least, in part, on the connection 
state information received from the proxies, wherein restoring the state of connection 
associated with the connection-oriented layer is invisible to the client, (col. 4, lines 36- 
67). 

Although the teachings of Ma disclose substantial features of the claimed 
invention, they fail to expressly disclose: the proxies being wrappers, and second 
wrappers interposed between the network layer and the connection-oriented layer. 

Nevertheless, Lu teaches wrappers (60, 64) were well known in the art at the 
time of the present invention (col. 17, lines 39-48). Furthermore, Lu also teaches 
wrappers being interposed between a network layer (54) and a connection oriented 
layer (58), (col. 17, lines 39^8, Fig. 5). 
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Thus, given the teachings of Lu it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to disclose the proxies as wrappers and have second wrappers 
interposed between the network layer and the connection-oriented layer. Similar to the 
teachings of Ma this also would have advantageously provided a means for making 
server failures transparent to a client (Ma, col. 2, lines 24-46), while providing layers that 
would prevent modification of the connection-oriented protocol layer (Lu, col. 17, lines 
48-63). 

10. In considering claim 31 , Ma teaches the connection-oriented layer being a 
Transmission Control Protocol layer, (coL 4, lines 15-21, Fig. 3). 

1 1 . In considering claim 32, Ma teaches the network layer being an Internet 
Protocol layer, (col. 4, lines 15-21, Fig. 3). 

12. In considering claim 33, Ma teaches the process layer being an Application 
layer, (col. 3, lines 53-56, Fig. 3). 

13. In considering claim 34, Ma teaches the logging of the intercepted 
communications and connection state information being performed on a processor 
separate from a processor executing the server, (col. 4, lines 36-46, Fig. 4). 
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14. In considering claim 35, Lu teaches a south side wrap, (coL 17, lines 39-48, 
Fig. 5). One of ordinary skill in the art would combine the teachings of Lu with Ma for 
the same reasons indicated in considering claim 30. 

15. In considering claim 36, the teachings of Ma provide a means for the proxies 
to be a north side wraps, (col. 3, line 57-col. 4, line 3, Fig. 3). 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




